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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

. pate "* ma y " ot obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth m sechon 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to bTpatented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subjecT matte^pertains 
Patentab.lrty shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made P 

2. Claims 21-25 and 45-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by 
or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Braithwaite, Jr. (U.S. 
4,370,174). 

Regarding claims 21 and 45, Braithwaite, Jr. a method of removing a floor 
covering adhesive material. The method includes applying an emulsion cleaner, which 
comprising an organic solvent with aliphatic hydrocarbons such as amino or alkaline 
amine and non-ionic surfactant, which is considered to have the same function as a 
wetting agent, to the adhesive, allowing the cleaner to remain on the adhesive for a 
period of time to soften and dissolve the adhesive, i.e. wets and penetrates the 
adhesive, and removing the dissolved adhesive from the floor. (Col 4, lines 1-31 and 
Col 5. lines 3-56) In any event, one in the art reading Braithwaite, Jr. would use a 
wetting agent to allow the cleaning agent to dissolve the adhesive material more easily 
and quickly. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide a wetting agent in the method of Braithwaite, Jr. to reduce the surface 
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tension to allow the cleaning agent or solvent to wets and penetrates to soften and 
dissolve the adhesive residue. 

Regarding claims 22-24 and 46, Braithwaite, Jr. discloses the solvent or the 
alkaline aliphatic amine reagent includes aminoethyl ethanolamine and the non-ionic 
surfactant, i.e. wetting agent, includes alkenyl alcohols, which is considered to include 
2-butoxyethanol. (Col 4, lines 8-11 and Col 5, lines 2-24) 

Regarding claim 25, Braithwaite, Jr. discloses the adhesive to be removed 
includes asphaltic, polyvinyl acetate, and rubber base adhesives. (Col 2, lines 6-9) 

Regarding claims 47-49, the alkaline amine reagents as disclosed by Braithwaite, 
Jr. is considered to have a surface tension of less than 25 dynes. (Col 4, lines 1-31) 

Regarding claims 50-52, the non-ionic wetting agents as disclosed by 
Braithwaite, Jr. is considered to have a surface tension of less than 25 dynes. (Col 5, 
lines 3-34) 

Regarding claims 53-55, the alkaline amine reagents as disclosed by Braithwaite, 
Jr. is considered to have a boiling point of greater than 160°C. (Col 4, lines 1-31) 

Regarding claims 56-58, the non-ionic wetting agents as disclosed by 
Braithwaite, Jr. is considered to have a boiling point of greater than about 160°C. (Col 
5, lines 3-34) 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed October 6, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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4. In response to applicant's arguments the reference Braithwaite fails to disclose 
applicant's claimed invention, it is noted claim 21 does not exclude aromatic compounds 
as a reagent. The only requirement is an alkaline amine reagent, which Braithwaite 
discloses aminoethyl ethanolamine as one of the reagent, which meets the requirement. 
(Col 4, lines 8-20) 

5. In response to applicant's arguments that the applicant's invention does not 
include cationic or anionic surfactants, the claims do not exclude the composition from 
having these surfactants and Braithwaite also discloses non-ionic surfactants such as 
alkenyl alcohols, which would be considered to be a non-ionic wetting agent. 

6. In response to applicant's arguments that the applicant's invention does not 
include powders to keep the composition from evaporating, the claims do not exclude 
the composition from having powers. 

7. In response to applicant's arguments that all the solvents listed by Braithwaite 
are hazardous and the applicant does not wish to use due to the hazardous nature of 
these compounds, the examiner agrees that the solvents are hazardous but the claims 
do not exclude these compounds. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sing P Chan whose telephone number is 571-272-1225. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30AM-1 1 :00AM and 
12:00PM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher A Fiorilla can be reached on 571-272-1 187. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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